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This exploratory study developed and tested a causal model of pollti-
i

cal socializationt explain the adult political belieft and,behavior. of

former college stu eRts id the United States and Japan. le treated student

activism both asa product of earlier socialization and as a socialization

experience whose significance for political'socialilation research depends

on the andwer to the .question of what happens lo student activists after

graduation. One of its main purposes was to investigate bne of6he most

important, but least- studied, issues in the literatufe on political social-

ization: the relative impact of different stages of the socialization, '

process on adult political beliefs 44 behavior.

One of the Unusual aspects of the paper is that it utilizes true

longitudinal,data to test a model of political socialization: its data

is based on follow-up studies of-American and Japanese student activists.

from major centers of student protest in the early 1960's. Another is

the use of path analysis aq,a methodological and statistical technique to.

test the causal theory.

Utilizing a three sfage todelof political socialization, the pro-

portion of variance explained in the adult ideological commitment and'

political activism of the former students was highly significant. in the

U.,S. the coefficient of determination was,.553 for ideological commitment

and .434 for political behaviOr. In Japan, the coefficients were'.422

and .551, respectively. Our-results indicate that political socialization

theory can be effective in explaining adult left-wing politics, although g

,a'further elaboration of the model incorporating better indicators.of

earlier socialization is recommended. In the U. S. we koun4,4at pre-

adult politicareociplization had the greatest input.. In Japan, adult

political socialization Was more important. An,explanation is offered

for these differences.

.1
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In the decade of the 1960's, studentprotest emerged as a/majorlforce
in the,politicai systems of nation-states at all levels lef social; economic,

and political development. The decade began with student protests in

Korea, where
.

studentsthelpea topple the seemingly idpregnable authoritarian
regime ofSyngman nee, and iJapan, where pro.7 and anti-Communist Party`
Marxist student movements demonstrated against renewing the U.S.-Japan
security treaty, forced Prime ifinisterAishi from office, and prevented

'President Eisenhower from visting Japan. Almost simultadeopsly, student
civil-rights. ,activists in the southern United'Staies staged their first

sit-ind. Later in 't0e decade, the 1964 Free Speech Movement'at Berkeley
proved to-be a forerpnner of the political activism of .American college
students against the Vietnam War. Toward4the end of the 1960'd, many
other nations also experienced student revolt as student protest becaue.a
world-wide phenomenon.

0

Scholarly research.soon repdonded to thede developments with aepate
of artidles and ooks analyzing the sources, nature, and consequences of

student protest. Some of the literature was purely descriptive, focuPirkg ,

on die immediate goals, organizationd, activities, contexts,,and impacts
of student movements and the governmental and academic, responses to them.
Othe, works provided more, systematic. and theoretics 1 perspectives on the
backgrOdnd, socialization, psychologg, infellectualcharacte;ristics, and
politicization of student activists. But even now, fifteen years after
the impact of student protest on political systems was first felt, we
lack domparative and systematic data on,the political fate of these student
activists after graduation. We know a good deal about the childhood
socialization and politicization of student activists, but almost nothing'
about the durability of their leftist orientations and activist behaviors
now that they have become adults.

.',

Until now, whether stgdent activists' political identities are main-
tained or changed after graduation has been discussed primarily in popular

is still onedoes not ha atmot a radical at twedq. lle a heart; he w o
myth and scattered journalistic articles. Such sa q ivs as "He who is

forty does not have a head" are found inmost dultures.4 Articles in

newspapers and magazines frequently appear tracing the leaders and follow-

ers of former student'movements. Although' some of these articles indi-

cate that.popular assumptions concerning co-optation after graduation MAY
be invalid, their samples are so small add Itheirmethods of selection so
unsystematic and non-random that no generalizations can be made from their

reports, Only a few scholars have addressed themselves to the problem, .,
and their data too have been unrelated to any control sample, or have

Ellis S. Krauss
Science .

Western Washington State College),
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,studied their sample too soon after graduation.6

3

The lack of any comparative, scholarly,-, and systematid research on

the problem of former'student activists' post - graduation political identity

and behavior is especially unfortunate: by ignoring the problem, relegat-

.
ing it to aljournalist exercise, and focusing on the antecedents of student

activismirather ehan on its productS, we have missed the opportunity to '

test our assumptions about the significance of student movements and the

importance of politiCal socialization in youth. By looking only at the

short-term effects of student movements, and by treating student,activismactivis

as only the end-product of a socialization process, we have ignored the

,potential of particiPationPin student politics as a potent political soc-

ialization experience in its own right. And, like all other socialization

experiendes, the test of student activisn' ultimate significance rests on

the question of whether participation in, the student movement has a long-

.": term impact on participants' adult political beliefs /and behavior, or

whether earlier socialization to leftism and activism is mitigated by

adult'docializatinn experiences. Investigating what happens to student

activists after graduation thus affords us the opportunity to test one of

cent issues, and confusions, in political socialization theory:,. the..

relati 474. influence of stage, of political socialization on adult political

orientation and activities.
4

Most politicalNecientists have confined their empirical studies of .

.

political soeialAzation to childhood or early youth, particularly to the

influence, of agents such .as die family and school. Where authors have

found relationships between home or school environments and, the-political
ebeliefs of children, they have viewed the impact of these early :.Ivirog-

mente as formative for later adult political orientation and activity.

But in the'absence of any empirical evidence on theladult characteristics_

of their sample in later life, this view is speculative. Concerning-the

widely-held assumption, in socialization studies that early political

learning is relatively enduring, Searing, Schtgartz, and Lind have noted:

Eidh of 'the better-known studies hal simply offered

1 a series of childhood Orientations which may influence

'adult attitudes and behavior. Arguments have been

couched in terms of conjecture or suggestive hyPotheses.,

These qualifications reflect recognition that evidence

to suppOrt such categorical assertions is,regretfully
4 ./.

,bsent.9
-

Such unsupported assertions have been made because of the influence

child-delielopment theory's emphasis on early learning, because of the

d ffcultyof acquiring longitudinal data, and because of the need to

j stify the study'of childhood and youth in terms of its all-important

end-producte, adult'belief and behavior. As recent critlques'of the

political socialization literature 'have pointed out, although almost,

: everyone agrees that political socialization is a life-long phenomenon

and that the,"payqff" in studying childhood political socialization is

what you may be able to explain.about adult political characte4stics,

almost no one has conducted political socialization stugieSon adults tip-

00005



ti

, 4

, . . 0
. ascertain whether

0
the characteristics found in

4
childhod do in fact persist

1 - ^
into later life. i ,

.

.

Alttioughgolitical socialization theorists'emphasize the formative-
./. - ness of pre-adult socialization.experiences, a Contrary school of thought

)
has advancedthe hypothesis that aduleexperiences are more influential

) than earlier experiences in determining adult political beliefs'and behav=
ior. One variety'of this "maturational ". `model contends that the socio- .

psychological response to the process of aging invariably bangs about
more conservative orientations Thufi, Lipset_and Ladd used cohort analysis

' to analyze and political orientations of former college students and con-
olude that "Aristotle's emphasis ton the moderating effects 'of experience
and aging turns out/to be more predictive than Mannheim's stress on the
long-ten consequendes of the foliation of generatibn-units among the
young."

..., :.
.

/.. , .. .4

The functional,analysis:of Eisenstadt and.Parsons emphaiizes the
functional need of society to integrate youth into adult roles: The
functionalists see youth groups and movements as temporary transitions
on the way to'assuming.and accepting existing adult.roles7.1? 4Whether
the accent be an aging or on role-integration, the import of the "matur-
ational" assumption'isthe same( theemperiences'Of youth are'not forma-
tiveand need not predict fully adult orientations and behavior. Youth;

tegatdless of their prior beliefs or activity, are expected to quietly
assume and accept roles in adult Societyand become more conservative.

*

\ . In contrast to:the maturational stress on the universalprocesses
of aging-and integrption into adult society, another variant in'the yOuth
versus adulthood sweepstakes of political dotiali'zation is an emphasis
on how specific adult roles max have seleCgive effects,,on-,,,prior belief
and ehavior patterns. Thud, one type of occupation may reinforce the
pdtterns ofsocializatibn in*youth, while another May stimulate a change
in the pattern's. Almond and Verba's discovery that participation in
decisions at the workplace could reinforce or conflict with priOr
ical socialization experiencyi in the latikly. or Schools- provides one
suppOrt..fdr this hypothesis: So does much of"theyork in sociology
on, t impact of different occupational roles on personality and behav-
ior,. Thus, individuala,with similar political beliefs and prioesocial-

,

ization,ekperiences are expected to behave differently becaUse of the .

.constraints -or lack of them in their adult roles: One type of occupation
may allow for the expression of "deviant" beliefs, while another type
may constrain such expression; the responsibilities of marriage may help

o

stifle rebellious political behavior, while remaining single may help
perpettiate that behavior. Finally, there is the added complexity intro-.
uced by varying cultures andsocial.structures. qii,erelative,impactrtf
'different stages of the Socialization process mayopossibly'vary with the
extent to which stages of the life'cycle are politicized, and the defin-
ition and constraints-of social roles, in different cultures.

.

Ekren this brief and selective review of an issue at the heart 6f
V Oitical socialization theory- -which stage of the.life_cycle-and which

gents have what impact on adult political variables--Can well lead- s

o despair. There is a wealth of hypotheses an the relative potency of
various stages of political socialization, but mostdata4force us to

0 0 096
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make speculative leaps of' aith di to lend support to each. of the hypoth-

eses in Ulm. In great .pa t, this results (1) from using cross-Se''ctional. '

rather than longitudin41 data to study prbblem diet is inWerently longi-

tddinal, (2) ftomusing bivariate degigns where multi -var ate designs are

ealled'for; and (3)4romshaving little cross-national data. This.atudy

attempts to shed.sote light on the issues of political socialization and

of'student protest raised above,. by presenting a multiveriate, cross -

national, and longitudinal: study of the political socialization into adult=

hood of former activists. It:treats students activism,hOth as a,produCt

Of earlier socialization and as a socialization experienCe whose signifi-

cance for polit&cal socialization research depends on the anst4i to the 4,
question 'of what happens to student activistsafter gradttatiOn., Construct-

ing Sgenerea model of the stages of political socialization -- family and .

school, student activism, adult roles--54e go on to test it with longitudinal,

empirical evidence of the pOliticak fates of student act vists who partici-

iated in two of the most 'tIstudent movements ofs. he early 1960's.--

the 1960 anti-security t eatymvement in Japan and the ivjl rights

movement in the Amptican South.

a

MODEL AND.METkODOOGY

'A causal model is developed to,explain the adult ideolog ical conimit-

ment and adult political activism of former student dotivists..lhe'model

emphasizes that political socialization occurs at major stages in the°

life-cycle. An early stage affects rater stage*s and all sociali ation.

4xperierices affect/the &ependent variables of adult politiEs.. T e model

is presdnted in Figure 1. The first 'stage involiies family and s hool

sOdializatiO., .Research omistuaent activism suggests that both he fetidly
.

and school, particult5ly college experiences, are important dete inants

.o0f student politics. A ntimber'of studies reveal that early wa es-vf

student activists were.., more likely to be raised.in families wit highe

socioeconomic status-(SES),` particularly SES -is measured by he educe- .

. tional level of the parents. --6 Prestbably the more educated p ents are A 4

More llberal or progresslve, and consequently, they socialize heir

children into liberal or left-wing politics. The outcome of, e political
, of socializatioreis not always anticipated, clearly understood, vappioved

14 the parents. 'Frequenply the*Socialization experiences ar -indirect.

.and.complex.-" NevertheUss, the exposure to political eve s through

the political attitudes and behavior of parents as well as he othe

,political exposure provided byparents does provide a basi political

orientation different from those youth who are-not raised n high SES

families., The SES ofthe former students family of origin was expected i

to influence student activism, adult political socializatiOn'and adult

politics.

An important indicator of school politiCal socialization is major'

'in college. Academic(major is the product of earlier'socialization

experiences at the elementary and secondary level that led to a',Fhoice

in major as well as socialization experiences in college. Resiarchin

the United States has shown that faculty and students in the social

sciences or other,liberal arts programs are further to the'reft than

00007
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students majoring in non-arts and-science areas, e.g.,'education, engineer-

2td14, agriculturep'etc.18 Majdf in cal. e'reflects the combined Socialit '. .

zation experiencesof6the selegtive e poSure to.reading.materials.,-;lectures

and interaction with students and faculty. Major it calege was,expected

to influence student activism, adult political - socialization and adult

politics. . . . , . , q

I.
. .

second
4\

r

sThe econd stage of poiitidal,socialization is student activism.

Participation in student politics- itself is 4 powerful socializaAOn
.

.''

.

gxperience. Adamek and Lewis' data,suggest participationid deMonsotratibns

where severe force is -used to suppress demonstrators is a radicAizing 4

and activating experience.19 Demetath, et."al. data in. their four year' .

,

6

follow-up of white'civil'rights activists indicates thaCtile activists

f remained left40 -Wing and were-choosing careers consistent with their.polifital

commitments. FLipset and Ladd estimate th'at in the U. S. 'as many as.

350,0002iollege students were radicalized by the college protest of the ,

..19piS. Siffiilarly, Tsurumi found pdrticipation in demonstrations to b&,-
4

J
the'exPerience most cited by.Japanese student 122der's and activists when

agked what led them to.adopt Marxist socialism. In Japan; one author

estimates 25 percent of the atdants at Tokyo 'University were "fard.cor'en.

leaders and activists in the 1960 alW.7-tre1557 stuent twimment and another

'40-percent,partidipated in demonstrations. -The'intensity' of experience

gin cOnfOntation politics justifies the inclusion of partidipatiod in

the student movement as a major stage in the political socia4zation of

college students.and to expect' it to affect career choices, life-styles ,

and adult politics. l c
i .

e .*
e :

7,i . ,

. . Since most of thework on:,,political socializption.has focused :on the

effects of the family and schools not much is'known about the effects of -

the third stage,of political socialization- -adult political socialization.

However, Schonfeld and Dennis and taston suggest that two. important

political sociaipation environments for,adults are etr families and

werk situation. The precise working of pOliticall cialization in these

environments is not clearlyrunderstood. Presumably, responspilities

of having to support members of the nuclear-or exten. ,family,-at' well

as/the social pressures to meet the responsibilities om relative's andj

friends, are a form of adult political socialization ,forcing adults to

be mpre moderate, As former' students become members of the labor force,'

they are subject. to the.sociAlization pressure-6 of peers and sUpefiors-

in the careers they have chosen. In general, political socialization at
.,_

this stage is conceptualized as a,constant causing political moderation:*

In'this analysis, howexef adult family and careeropolitipal fiocializatiou

are variables that can ,te differeptial effetts. Young adults Can choose 1 -+-

the life style they prefet With respect to family commitments,. There are'

also Occupational dhoices that vary widely in their potential for politiEal .

.
socialization. Mult political socialization is expecte0.to be partly

dependent on previous aotialimation.experiences and thefeby liave-indirect

,effects on adult politics. However, the'political socialization of young

adults is expected to have important independent of direct effects on .'

adult politics. , " . ..
. i'i.

1
,

/ r
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Fina1ky,,adult,political sentiments, as expressed by ideological.
\

commitment, is expected to h ave bdth direCt and_indilrect effects on adult

political activism. Studies rangirig from The American Voter,to Goldberg
suggest that political *sentiments or ideologi281 attitudes are the final
Mediator of all causes of political behavior. ,4The' relation between

,

ideological identifiCation*and politicalaCtivism is considered tip 1e
' partly spurious, i.e., it is due to.the indirect effects ofdprevious -
stages of political socialization and partly a direct effect of adult
political ideological commitment.

. v P

The causal model of the effects of phlitical socialization stages
on adult politics was tested using longitudinal, cross-national data on
-Japanese and U..S. adults who were students during the early 1960's.

'io ,

Initially two -separate studies were designed and carried out. In many
respects the similarities in the studies ore remarkable. Loth focused '

on the-early vanguard members of the student proast movement: .Both
recognized the need for control groups to determine the long range effects
o student .activiam. Both were aware. that an extended time period. between,
college and adult politics was essential in determining theseparate° effects.
of each stage of political socializdtion. Both focusedon male activists,,
thereby7eliminatiug the interesting but compounding problem of sex; differ-

-ences. -Both studies included variable& that made it possible to utilize
assinall number of either identical Sr similar'iteks. . 1

.

,

p .,,,, _
.

. u

.

o
In 1962 Tsurumi interviewed qne,hundred students,atfouCmajdr

uniVersities in Tokyo, many of whom participated in the 6ampaign against
" the Japanesgelet'S approval of the U. S. -Japan Security Treaty in,Aptil-
June', 1960: Of the original smaple, .77 were locates in'1969, and053 -

or 70 percent were re- interviewed in 1970. Of this number, 28 were either
leadErs or committed iciiVists'and 25 were marginal to the,stUdent move-
meht, i.e, theThadmever belonged-to a major faction in the student-
movement and were only mobilized to demonstrate during tihe treaty crisis.

7 ' Those who were only marginal to the student movement had A much lower
level 25 political' commitment, and therefore were used as a contrql

.

- group. ..\\

0

4'7

The student prdtest movement in the U. S. began in the South. The

beginning date was can February 1, 1960, 'when lourAlack freshmen sat-ilk
at a lunch counter in Greensboro, North Caroline), .0ver the next four
years, thousands of black andwhite students joined the Civil rights
movemeht. Data.are gathered,from whites who participated in civil rights'
demonstrations in one of the Major centers of the movement, e.g., Matthews
an(Prothro selected the City as.oiyaof four in the South for ari in-depth'
study of the civil rights movement. Students who did not participate
in the

3z
civil rights movement were also randomly selected for a control

. group.. Respondents were mailed questionnaires in1971 after the demon-
strations. The overall response rate was 63 percent. Twenty -eight

. activists and 67, ndnactivists returned the questionnaire6. The response
rate was not significantly different :for activists and 'non-activists.

00009
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OARATIO4LIZATION OF THE- MULTIVARIATE MODEL

-- .

Operationally, variables that are indicators of pblitical socialiEg-

titn prior to the respondentV involvement in student patties afire the

exogenous variables. Studeht activism and adult political socialization

, , are intervening variables. Both theexcigelious and/ intervening variabl s

are employeeto,prediel and explain yariance'in the dependett variable .
> *

0

°

DEPENDENT VARIABLES

A

Adult political activism (K )--This concept refers to the current

political aotivities-Of the forme7r college students. Three different

f orma ofpoliiical behavior were neasured in both countries: (1) doing

& organizational work in''politidal programs and campaigns, e.g., distribt-

ting petitions, activity in eiegtion -campaigns, etc.; -12) b44.ng a member
. ,

of either a traditional political Party or a political movement organiza-

tion committed-to modifying or changing one or more,of the major insti-

tutions in the societies; and .(3) patticipating in political protests

,demonstrations. 'Thus we haye a Measure of participation institutional
and noninstitutional politics ranging from scores of 3 to 6, It is

expected that the most committed leftist woul&he highly involved,,
.

Adtat Ideological Commitment (X6)-,-Conceptually this fefers to the

respondents self-idehtification on A political continuum from rat to
left. It was used to measure political aentiments;,and beliefs. -In the

United States former students were given the'responses of:' (1) conserva-

tivei (2) moderate or independent, (3) liberal, and (4) radical. This

single item was-correlated (r = .77) with a J%- item radicalism-conserya-f

tion.scale deyeloped.py Nettler and Huffman, indicating Ideological

commitment has,constructyalidity. In Japan the fourocomparahle categories

. were: (1) conservative, (2) moderateor independent, (3) progreSsive,'

and (4) very'Progressive. In thepolltical culture.aad political termi-

nology oftpost-war ,Zapan, "Progressiye"-is an oft-usedtsynonym for being

"'politically "left," and thus being '!very progressive" would be,equivagent

tb a "radical" self-identification. `4J

4
INTERVENING VARIABLES

Family Responsibilities (X,)--This-simply refers to the extent of

family obligations. Operatiofiafly;-respondents ak-e classifieddas:

ay married or single:with family obligaticris, e.g., children or relatives;

(2) married without further obligations; (3) single or divorced with no

obligations, 4
a )

Career Choiod(X
4
)--Conceptually this refers to occupational putauits

after college. Occupational careers are either a facilitator or con-

straint of adult political Socializatidn depending upon the. nature of the

employer and' the work environment. Theii are classified alOng a continuum'

ranging froM those that offered primarily the extrinsic rewards of'Money

and status in the private Sebtoi of the economy to, those that'offered the

00010
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opportunity to perform human'services and express-creativity. 1,Fotrimc

activists were'expected to puredeleareers it the knowledgq.'ard human ,

serviceindustries-that provide the opportunity to foster or maintain'
their poliqcaI commitments. Aperation ly,.occupations are classified
inte,nine categories: (1) managers an o icials in larger corporations;

(2) proprietors', managers and offidi s in smalleN:buSinesses; (3) pro-
*fessionals and technicians in privet practice; el., doctors, lawyers,
CPA's, etc.; (4) public official's; (5)70tiblic professionals ,axed techn4iansl
(6) Social service workers an .school teachers; (a academic aofessionals
at/the.university level; (8) courmunicativ arts spedialistso e.g.,,vjournai-
ists, yriters,.edilors, irtists,Atc.; and (9) full-t;me activists working

_
'for social and political change: t , -1

0
% )

1

' Student ActiiiisoiTX.3)7-Conceptually'this s td the extent that

sVdents were 'involved in confrontation polit cs with_establisbed author-

ities. .In.the United States,, those'sfiidente Rio did not participate'in
lemonstratiodwere given the score of .(1) and civil rights protesters
(2). In Japan, the political situation,was different4iWa higher'per7 1,
tentage of,Tokyo students taking part.in demonstrations. . :The marginal' -

activists who onlivoCcasionally or never-demonstrated and were' not members
of Majoegiligdent factions were scored as.-(1) and'the highly committed

"ectiyisAs As (2).

EXOGENOUS VARIABLES

Major in College (X2)--Conceptually this refers to the general field
l2f academic puisuits chosen 1)7 the former students. Operationally,

espondentO were classified into three groups: (1) non-arts And science

malors; (2) arts and science.majorsr excluding the social sciences; and.
(3)*social science majors. r

s4 :
'Father's Education .(X )--This variable is used as an indicator of,,

the political socialization
1 inthe home prior to entering college. There

were four-categories f.or the eduCational level of fathers: (1) less than

high school; (2) high school graduation; (3)'collre work;and (4) grad=

Qr

uate work beyond college., %

-
.

b

THE DATA
O

.
a) Table J. reports the -means and .standard' deviations and. the ,correlation

4, A.
mAtrix for the U. S. and Japan. The U. S. Correlations are above the '

.diagonal and the Japlmese below. 'A is presented so the reader can --- .

...,

' (1) have-a-descciptive uncierstanding of/the data at the bivariate level,

(2) test alternative causal models usidg the information liarovided and
(3) compute the unstandardized pathCoefficients. The table indicates

0 -that the variances or the variables are not, with the exception of

father's edupation, different. Tests for equal variance indicated
only fattlpr;, education had unequal variances beyond the .16Aeve1 of ,..,

confidence. The variance for tfie U. S. sample was larger. Since

disproportionate stratified samples were used the reported levels Of

.
.......)O

Y.
s 0
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Table .l reveal§ tit the U. .S. correlations a
.

re fairly strong in the. . '

direction'except-lor father'd education,,wiachhas relatively

.. . low - correlations.. The Pattern-nf bi0a4ate relations is somewhat Aifherent

forrtka4apanesesample. Both _major in college ,and family obligations
. indicate re tions opposite in the direction predicted,.suggestingthat

political. ocialization may vary cross-eulturatly (this Will be discussed

. in lore In both samples student activism.a.Plieara to have-, .

. the strongest effect-on fhe dependent variables.' Outside of-tnowleage of ,

the strength of bivariate relations among the variables a numbei af.prahlems'

`of interprdtation exist. Because the.exbgenouS and intervening variables

are interrelated,' little is known abut the "relate" impact of each

variable on the dependent variables. There is'also the problemhOf spurious-

ness. Pea 'bf the-total cortiblationvj.th a dependent variable at,the .'

.

liivaritte' level m*y be due to- the indirect effects of a third 4n \riable," -.. .:*

e.g., fathers SES may not appear to directly affect the dependent vari.-

ables; it may havegindirect effects through the intervening vacibhies. -

Finally, the bivariate analydindoes not provide a way to.issess.tktotal .: 0

.0 contribution ofwthe variables in explaining variance .:iii fhe dkpendent' v

variables; nor does it provi& a'means of determining the-contriWt.ionAg .......

the separate stages of political Socialization:
...i

-
.

9

MULTIVARIATE ANALYSIS .

,,

,t
q t

. .. ...

Multivariate analigip is eiployed"to overcome these prbbrems. Pith

analysis is Utilized.lor determining the "beit-fit" of-a causal model for'

political socialization for'eaph sample. The procedures involyed-in , '

, determining the best eNpirical models is (1) computall the-4eta Weights-

for afullY recursive system of all asymmetrical relqionsc (2'." from this

pet of path coefficients select only tho that are c .10, eliminating'

all other paths in the recursive system, (3) repmputethe beta *eights-

, for the revised model.and retain those that are .10. Table 2 reports

the path coetficiefs, residuals and coefficients of determinetio for

-the final models. The direct and indirect effects on'each intervening
. and dependept variable will be
"31

analyged'first for the U. S.,then Japan.
.

. z

- -V-

STUDENTIACTIVISM ,

.

..

The tnaicttort of political socialization for the family'and sohooi

do have direct effects on student activism. In the U. S. the,bete'''

- weights are .168 fol. fathereseddcation and .338, for major,in college.

Both students from higher SES.. families and social Science majors were

more involved in student protest politic's. TogetherAhe measures account,.

for 15 percent of the variance in student. activism. In Japan the respec-

tive beta weights for father's e cation and majbr In college are .193

and-137, respectively. ContAry o what was expected, non-arts and

science majors were more active students in Japan. T'o'gether the
, ...

°( indicators orfamilyand school pOlitical socialization account, r only

6 percent of the variance forthe Japanese sample. .

-- /
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CAREER CHOICE
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In the U. S. the political socialization indicators of family (.109),

:school (.156), and student activism (.576) have direct effects on career '

choice. 'Together they account for 46-percent of the variance in career,

Choice. Student activism has the strongest independent effect accounting.

for'grpercent of he total variance by itself. Both father's eaucation

(:10) and school (.20) poOtical socialization have meaningful indirect

effects on career choice. - That is, the total correlations between the

exdgenous variables and career choice are partly spurious because of the

indirect"effects.via student activism .on pareer,choice. In Japan only

student activism (.413)'has,a direct effect on career choice, i.f.,.when

the other-measures of .political socialization are controlled,. activists

are ii6re likely to be pursuing careers in the knowledge and human service

induStries than nonactivists. Student activism accounts. for 17 percent

of the variance in career choice.' Although'family (.0§) and schciol (.06)

political socialization do not have direct effects; they do affect career

choice,indirectly via student activism.

FAMILY OBLIGATIONS

The see* Indicator of adult Political-ie4alization is.familY

obligatiOna. 1.],S. two variables have, direct effects ---major

college'(.2W,and Student activism (.340) Social Science majors and

activists are More likely to remain single. Together the two measures

account for 25 percent of the variance in family obligations: Both

father's education (.06) and majOr in college (.12) have indirect effects:

'on family obligations via student activism. In Japan the only direct

effect on family obligations is major in college (-.301). Non-arts

and science majors are more likelyto remain single. Major irLeollege

accounts' for 9 percent of the variance in family obligations:.-

ADULT IDEOLOGICAL-COMMITMENT

This is the first of two dependeerVariables. In the U. S. one

indicator of each stage of political socialization has direct effects

on adult ideological commitment. They are: father's education (-.114);

student activism (.636)1 and family obligations4(.215). Together the

three variables account for 55 percent of the variance in adult ideolog-

ical commitment. Student activism has the largest independent effect

and accounts for 45 percent of the variance by itself. Those adults

who are further to the left ideqlogically are former/college students

raised in lower SES homes, have developed the least family obligations

and most significantly were student activists. Three indirect effects

are meaningful. Father's education affects ideological commitment via

student activism and major in college affects ideological commitment via

both student activism and via family obligations.

In Japan three variables have direct effects on ideological commit-

ment.. The path coefficients are:. (.134) for father's educatiOn; (.405)
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for strident activism and (.328) for Career choice. Together they account

for 42 percent of the varianCe'in ideological-commitment which is lower
than for the U. S. sample but still substantial. By themselves student
-activism and career choice account for 23 percent and 16 percent of the
total variance. In constrast to the U. S. sample, career choice has a
strong independent direct effect indicating that this measure of adult
palitical.socialization has more dxplanatory power in Japan. Two paths

have indirect effects on'adult ideological commitment: fAther's educa-

tion (.08) -via student activism; and major in college (.07) -via student-
.

activism

ADULT POLITICAL ACTIVISM

In the U. S. three variables have direct effects on adult political
activism. Major in college (.124), student activism 6432) and adult
ideological,commitment.'(.217) account for 44percent of.the variance.
Again student activism is the best predictor accounting for 27 percent
by itself. Three indirect paths influence adult political behavior.
Father's education (.07) affects adult Political behavior via student
actii,ism'and major incollege (.15) via student activism and via both
studeht activism and adult ideological commitment (.06).

in Japan the causal effeJts on adult political behavior are different.
The five indicators for the three stages of political socialization all
have direct effectsIut adult-ideological orientation does not have an

.independent direct effect.' Together father's education (.144), major in .

college(-.222), student activism (.220), career choice (.504) and family''
obligations (-.207) account for 55 percent the variance in adult
political behavior.- That is, those former students who. participate most
extensively in leftist behavior are thoie whose fathers had more education,
were not social science majors in college, were highly involved'in student
protest, have pursued careers in the knowledge and human service industries ,2

and had more falily obligations. In the U. S. the causal model is slightly
better in predicting adult ideologiCal orientation. In Japan the model

predicts adult leftist behavior better. Also in contrast to the U. S.,
career choice is the single best piedictorinstead of student activism_
Only one path had an indirect effect on adult political behavior., Major
in college (:06)-affected leftist behavior via fathily obligations.

c

One major advantage of a recursive model is the possibility of
determining the increments in the proportion of explained. variance that
can be attributed to various stages of political socialization and
political beliefs. Since this study focuses on the contributions of
stages of political socializatio3 it was decided to use the forward
procedure recommended by Duncan, beginning with the most remote causes,
then moving toward immediate causes. Table 3 presents the proportion Of
variance explained for eactistage of political socializatiohimi, for
adult pdlitical activism,'the Proportion explained, by adult ideological
commitment. Family and school political socialization have larger
effects in the U. S. (.084) than 4apan (.051) on adult ideological commit-
ment. Student activism has the largest incremental effect for both the
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U. S. (.433) and Japan (.282). Student activism is the major determinant

of left-wing ideological commitment although'its effects in the U.S. are.

somewhat greater. In Japan (.096) adult political socialization has a

stronger effect than in theU. S. (.038). Thus in the U. S. socialization '-

into adult left-wing ideological commitment is more.dependefit upon family,

school and student politics: Whereas, in Japan student politicq,and
a

adult political socialization are more important.
8

A similar pattern exists for adult left-wing politidal activism. °

Pamiry and school political socialization effects at .136 for the U. S. .

and .083 for Japan. The incremental effect of student activism is .2.79

for the.U.'S. and4.196 fot Japan., Although adult political socialization

has almost no incremental effect for the U. S. (.009), the effectis

substantial for,-Japan (.272),. The proportion of explained variance due.

to adult ideological comMitment'is not very great for either sample;

.021 for the U. S. and .004 for Japan. While political sentiments and 4

ideologicalidentification may be the final mediator of thecauses

political behavior and while it.may have a high correlation with political,

behavior, this research suggests that knowledge of the causal antecedents

of both political attitudes and behavior is sufficient to explain-political

behdvior.

DISCUSSION *

This exploratory study developed a causal model of political sociali-
.

zation to explain the adult, political beliefs and behavior of fernier

college students in the United States and Japan. Path analysis was used

as a methodological and statistieftl technique to test the,causal theory;

the richness of the information it provides makes it a more useful pro-

cedure than othet'available bivariate or multivariate techniques in,test-r.

ing a theory. We used a recursive, additive, linearmodeltO determine

not only the strength,but also the structure of the causal, relationships.

It was used 'to examine the total relatiohship of the exogedous and inter-.

vening variables'as they singly and collectively explain variance in thd

dependent variables. Thus we could determine the relative contribution

of each stage of political socialization, the differential effects of

separate politi61 socialization indicators, and the variations in the

United States and Japan. 'Using three stages of political socialization

the proportion of the variances explained in ideological commitment /

and political behavior were highly significant for both countries. In

the U. S. the coefficient of determination was .553 for ideological cot-
.

mitment,and .435, for political behavior. In Japan the coefficients were

'.422 and .551, tespectively. These are strong findings given the various

sources of measurement error, the nec::ssIr of using indirect indicators

of political socialization, and the ep 1e 'exclusion of

variables contributing to the unexplained variance. Political socializa-

tion theory is effective in explaining adult political attitudes and

behavior for former college students.

°In the U. S. family and school political socialization did account
for a significan_t_part of the variance in political identification (,084)

and political behavior (.136). The incremental effects for Japan were

6(15
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not significant. The data suggest that this stage of political sociali-
zation is (1)'not adequately measured, particulley for Japan or (2)

is not as important.as,Ctudent protest politics and adult politital

socialization. The research utilized two indirect indicators of these

-early socialization expeyiences. Father's education and major in cone&
only indicate the pobsible effects of.geperal political socialization
environments. Within these two environments there are a wide variety of
specific socialization experiences that may have long range consequences,
For example, Krads6 found that Japanese activists first became' politicized 4

during their midd-lecand high schol years. Future activists couldialready
be distinguished by their greater participation in school extracurri94a7/
activities and more frequent discussion of politics with their peers.
If better-measures had been available there undoubtedly would have been
an imkovement.in the proportion of variance explained. It should be

.pointed out,.however, that studies using more and better measures of

family and school political socialization have only been able4to account
less than 30 percent of 'the Variance in student activism. In short;

this stage of, political socialization is not a strong ptedictorof student
'politics lei alone adult politics. .If the objective is to explain adequately
variation id adult politics, more emphatis than at present should be placed

on developing better measures.OL atudedt politics and adult pblitical
socialization.

Student_activism is the beat predictor of adult politics.. It has

very strong direct effects in both countries. Those students who were
most active in student.protest are now the adults furthett to'be left in
their political identification and most. nactive i institutional and non-

institutional politics. The descriptive results suggest just how differ-
ent the activists are. In t e.United States 54% of the former activists,
but none of the non-activist are self-professed radicals. In Japan 50%
of the committed activists compared to 8% of the marginal activists con-
sider themselves radical ("yell: progressive"). In.the United States,
70% of the activists have Tarticipated in political organizational work
and 74% have participated' in political demonstrations since leaving col-
lege. The comparative. figures for ton-activists were 47% and 7% respec-
tively. In Japan the same figures for the committed activist's were 61%
and 727. compared to 20% and 20% for the marginal activists.' The data

o strongly suggest the political commitments formed while attendinecollege
have been actively maintained and reinforced.

Adult political sotyialization can be either,a facilitator or con-
straint fotmaintaining political commitments. In the United States,

career choice had no dip-ect effect-because student activism determined
career choice, i.e., once student activism explained variance.in the
dependent variables, there was not much variance that could be explained
independently by career choice.' In Japan, career choice has a strong
direct effect independent of other measures of political socialization.
If former Japanese students are in the knowledge and human service
industries (journalism, writing, academic, etc), their deft-wing politics
is facilitated. On the other hand, if they are 9f the private sector of
the economy, their left-wing politics is constrained, particularly in
eference to political behavior. These'important contrasts between the

%
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impact of oftupational role on n-the political behavior of former activists

in the United States and Japan undoubtedly reflect differences in culture,

occupational structure,,and role-expectations in the two countries. In

the iapan,of.the 1960's,.a cultural emphasis on finding a "place" in the

normal. occupational structure, a phenomenal economic growth based on ,.

private enterprise, and a development ofthe private enterprise "salary

man" as the'ideal role-tbdel for youth, created temptations and pressures
on some forwr activists.to enter- careers in the private sectors providing

status, security, and money. Once in these occupations, a lack of both'

occupational.mobility and of differentiation between'public and private
roles, along with expectations of loyalty to the company, produce tremen-
dous constraints on political expussion, constraints not found in fhe °
United States to the same degree. .In the United States,. pldralist
life-styles, white-collar occupational mobility, and the specificity be-

tween public'and priva roles provide greater freedom to former activists

.

in the choice of careers and in the expression of political beliefs once
in those careers. .,, .

.

.

For American student activists, retaining free of family obligations

after graduation'wasa'faeilitator of left-wing poylitics. In Japan, family

obligations were a facilitator of left -wing political behavior, a 'result

opposite fro 7 what was predicted. Althougha full 'explanation for these
different re tilts in the two countries remains to be determined, .we can

attetpt some informed speculation. The fesults may ,flect the different
norms governing marriage and sex roles in'the United Stags and Japan.

The division of labor between husband and wife in middle-class Japanese
families is much clearer than in American families with the Japanese

male having.almost exclusive,responsibility for the "outside world" of

career and community relations, and the wife having primary responsibility

for household and child-rearing natters. In addition, the Japanese hus-

band and father tends to spend, less time at home a d

1.

be lese intensely

1\involved in family relationships, but has more auth ity, than ids American

counterpart. These expectations governing the male role in the JapAnese
family would thus mitigate the weaht if family obligations as.a constraint°
on political expression in Japan., In addition, the findings may reveal

that in Japan young people exercise more caution in entering primary group
roles, and, consequently, former committed activists have more support
for engaging in adult left-wing politics from their spouses and friends. .

Thus, most former activists in the Japarl'ese sample live with people and
have frieRlis with leftist Beliefs who would not object to their polititai

activity, In the United States, paradoxically, it may be the very lack
of penetration of the primary group by the political sphere that makes
the marriage role a potentially conseraining inf19ence. Almond and Verba

found in their American sample a consensual norm that the primary group
ought not to bp politaized and a social norm that placed some relation-.
ships 'above politics. Yet possibly this, very separation of personal
bonds from political affiliations may lead to conflicts between one's
pOlitical.role and one's family role': "mixed marriages" in'the'political

sense, the priority o family ties over political ones, and the greater
involvement of the hu and in American family life can constrain expres-
sion of politic beliefs for some American former activists. Whatever

\- 00017
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the ultimate explanations for our findings of the stronger impact of post-

graduation'socializatiortin Japah than'in-the United States,' our study

°- supports. the hypothesis that the impact of different stages in the sociali-

?ation ptocess may vary'cros culturally, and underlines the need-for

further cross-national .resear along these lines.

Although our findings e signifi ant, care should be exercised in

their generalization. The reenits ar bathed s 1. numbers.of activists

from leading centers of student kat st in-both 'cbuntries. They-reveal

the consequences of political Socialization for an early vanguard of

student activists. Although the findings are not inconsistent with othet

published research, they should,probablf.not be generalized to the larger

masseS.of student's who were less ,affected by strident political protest.

The political sodiali9tion of nOncollege youth was also quite diffeent.

Not only may ehe effects of differentrdatagesaf political ocialization-

vary(oross-culturally, they may also vary across sub-culture

A final caveat is that, the po4tical consciousness of students in

the latter part of the 1960Fs was different from the early idealistte,

reform orientations that initiated the student movement, and the.contin-

uity in politidal commitments we found in our samples may reflect that

particular generation's transition to adulthood. That is, the major

politidal events after their graduation may.have helped to reinforce

.thbir leftist commitment. Other,stndent genirations'have faced different

political environments. Germany's pvlitical turmoil after World 46 I

edlbo-younger generationd supporting the rise of the Nazi regiMe. In

the U. S; the earbiertradical student generation of the .930's had to

come to grips with state terrorism in the Soviet Union and with World

War II, forcing many radicals to severely modify their politics. In

contrast the 1960's generation has experienced the political turmoil of /

the Vietnam War and increasing public recognition of the costs of the

U. S.'s role as world policeman. There has also been the Wateitate epi, -.

404)de and the energy and environmental crises. All of these political s'

Q. events helped to reinforce left-wing politl4ps for the 1960's activists'.

In short, comparative studies of pdlitical socialization peed to consider

the on-going effects of polifical events that either facilitate or con=

strain the earlier political socialization.

CONCLUSION

This study deyeloped a causal model of political socialization to

explain adult left-wing politids. As with all such causal models there

are major criteria which can be used to-evaluate its relative worth.

Does the model make theoretical sense? Can it stand up'successfully

against alternative theories? Does the Causal model enlighten or clarify _

major issues under investigation?
4

Most political-socialization theorielg would predict that the process

has continuity and cumulative effects. Our findings indicate that this

is indeed the cose. Moreover, the development of political consciousness

in, young Adulthood (between the ages of 18-25) would be expected to be
0
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especially crucial,for-pol.itical
socialization, particularly if political

experience during this period are frequent"and intense. These expecte-
, .

tions_were again confirmed'by e d4ta: e

-
On the othdt hand, while ternative theories -of political socializaw

tion would emphasize the fo tive nature of childhood-political,sycializa-

tion, this study indicates t t more emphasis should be given to political

socialization experienced while attending college, and, in many cultures,

like Japan; to, adult political socialization. We found, furthermore, no

evidence for thelipaturationalist hypothesis of the inevitable conservative

effects of aging and entranteinto adult society). We are led to conclude

that_Aif the goal of political socialization research is to explain'And

predict adult-poli.tics, we would do well to pay more attention to the

often intense political experiences of young adulthood and to whether',

their products are affected by the constraintb of 1later occupational and

marriage roles. Ay utilizing a multivariate, cross-national, and longitu-:

dlnal.design. to study the pOlitichl socialization process, we believe we

have provided not only a more sophistocated-and useful model but also

important data on the various contributions of different stages, of polit-

ital.Socialization in two countries.: Further researph *n this area using

betterindicators should increase the proportion of variance that can be

expnined and suggest additiOnal'theoretical
concepts that should be in-

cluded in the model. 2
.

L

Inaretentcritique_Of gconomics as a systeit of belief,,Qalbraith
51

argued that accepted, economic models, while rigorous, are not very'good

at7illuminating.reality in that they directrattention away from important

social, political, and economic issues. His criticism can'be extended

to other causal models in the social sciencas. Thus, this paper wodld

not_be complete without an assessment of the activists' impact on the

proce4s of the two countries. We belive they will have a dis-

proportional an posilbly ignificant effect. a former student pro-

testors are highly active politically and remain committed to reforming

or radically-changing
societal-institutions. .Structurally they are

located in'theknowledg_e end human service industries where they can-b !

effective socletaktritics through teaching, speaking, writing, and

scholarship. Theyiare in contact with youth and can cafitinut to influence

the ideological orientations of younger generations. Few formee:aetivists

may be willing eo the conipromises,that are associated with winning

an elected office; howevarf they are' pdisuing activities.that define

political issues through confrontation and interest group politics. The

significance of Student movements is nor confined to the short-term

intauences of student protest.

Whiletheir political consciousness and commitments were formed

primarily in their student days, the activist generation is no froz n

into rigid ideological positiOns or tactics. There is evidence that

the former white civil rights activists, recognizing the need for

minority group leadership, have moved to other issues and organizat ons,

and that Japanese former activists may have moved away,from doctrin ire

foris of MarXism developed in their yOuth.
a3 To say that former st dent k

attivists.of the 1960's'have maintained their beliefs and activities as)(

AA i A
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Members of leftist and activist subcultures after graduation is not to say *

that they are incapable'of adjusting to changing times., In the-'final

analysis, the effectiveness of this generation of student activists will

be contingenelupon the type of movement they can develop or ibfluence,'

and'upon the institutionalfootholds they can gain as they challenge the,

usual decisionLmaking processes andtstruggle with established authorities.

Those who ghed with relief that tht Student protest movement was over

(4\
might do we 1 1 ro take a more careful look at the adults those s!ydents

have become. Those who naively assumed thatpnlitical revolution was
imminent would do well to remember that major politiCai changes are
frequently the result of evolutionary processes and that'phliticai move-
ments,undergo many mutations in their developdent.
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Figure' 1. General Causal Model of Political
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Socialization and Adult Left-Wing

Politics.
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Table 1. Means,, Standard DeViationg4nd Correlation

Matrixdor the U. S. and Japan.

Variable X
3 7

Xi F4theX'S/Educa- .

>
*

,

,
tiou -

.,

-- .'7.161 \.1,85* .224 ,-057 .016 468 2.42 .91

V
**

**.:
Iii,

**
,**

Xi' MajUr'in College .015 -- 0 341 .362 .379 .290 .337 2.16 .84'

.....X '7StuderitACtivism '.191 7:134 .651
**
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*
Ta le The Proportioning of,the Explained Variance

in the Dependent'Variables.

ADULT IDEOLOGICAL EOMMITMENT
a s

.

Total EffectEffect of Family and echaol
o

Politidal.Socialization

:.incremental Effect for Student

Activism`

/-

Iacremental EffcV for Adult

Political Socialization

*uM, Total yariaace Explainect.

***5

U.S. R 6(12)

JapanR
2
6(12)

0,

U.S. R26(123).- R26t12)-

R
2 2
6(123) - R26(12)

27.

06(1234U'.2- R-6(123)

Japan R26(12345) R2423)

V.S. R24(12345)

Japan R
2
6(12345)

051

?

.038,

.096,

**
.555

.429
**

ADULT POLITICAL ACTIVISM

otal Effectof"FamiITI School

,Political Socialization

41/ ,thcremental Effect or Student

'Activism

Incremental, Effect for Adult

Political Socialization

Increntental Effect -for Adult

Ideological Commitment

Sum;TatalVariance Explained

U.S. R27(12)

Japan R
2
7(12)

)>U.S. R
2
7(124) -

Japan R27(123) -:

.U.S. R27(12345)1234J)

Japan R27(12345)

R
2
7(12)

R
2
7(12),

-R27(123)

- R27 (12,) 1

.136
**

.083

:279
**

.196*

.009

.272
**

-U:S. 27(123456)%

Japvan R27(123456)

U.S. R
2
7 123456)

Japan R 4(123450

- R27(12345)

- et(12345)

r

.021,-
.

.004

..445
**

**
.555

*p

* *p

<.05.
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1. This aititle represents_the application of a causal model of political'

socializatiOn and of a more rigoroup, methodology to data prerouply

.reported in Ellis S. Krauss-, Japanese Radicals Revisited: Student .

Protest in 'Postwar Japant(Berkeley: 'University of California Press

1974), and in.James M. Fendri.ch and'Alison T. Tableau, "Marching tilD'a

Different Drummer:* Occupational and Political Correlates of Former

Student Activists,"Social'Forpea, LXII, 2 (December, 1913),'pp. 245-

t

253. The authors would like to thank,the Institute of*Quantitative

Studies.p the Social Sciences, University of Washington, for,providing ,
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to-her data, and to AlfredArkley and Richard Eraungart fo helpful com-

mFats on the original manuscript. Work on this paper was ulloOrted in

i part by National Institl;te of Eiaeltion Grant NEG 00-3-0312'. Field re,

search An Japan by Krause was support ed by a gational Defenseforeign,

/' .
Language Fellowshp*and a giant from the pommittee on Internatiral

Studies, Stanford University, ' _
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2. See,.f9r example; Seymour Martin Lipset and Philip G. Altbach (ed,),.

, ' Students in Revolt (Boston:; Houghton Mifflin Company, 1969): Donald

EmmersOn (ed.), Students'and Politics in Developing Couptrpal (New.

York: Praeger, 1968); Philip G. Altbach and Robert S. Lauter-(ed.),

The New Pilgrims: 'Youth Protest in Transition (New York: David ME-

'Kay Company, 1972); Edward E. Sampson, Harold A. Korn, et. al.Yd.),
Student Activism and Protest (San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Publisher,

1970); Lewis Feuer, The Conflict of Generations (Now York: Basic '",

. Books-, 1969); Kenneth Keniston,,Young Radicals: Notes on-Committed

Youth ,(New York: Harcourt, Brace A World, 1968); Richard Flacks,

Youth and Social Change (Chicago: Markham Publishing Company, 1971);

P., Jerome Skolnick, "Student Protest," in The Politics of ,.Social Change,

ed. Joyce Gelb and'Marian Lief Palley (New York: Holt, 4nehart and

Winston, 1971) . .
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03. See especially the work of Keniston,.Flacks and Feuer, as well as

William' S. Aron, "Student Activism of the 1960's Revisisted: A Multi
/ variate Analysis, Research Note," Social Forces, LII, 3 Nara}, 1974),

pp. 408-4 5; Richard Braungart, "Family Status, Socialization and

Student Po itics: A' Multivariate Analysis," American Journal

\

of

Sociology, LXXVII (July, 1971), pp. 108-130; David Westby and Richard

Braungart, 'Class and Politics in the Family Backgrounds of Stident

Politcal Activists," American Sociological Review, XXXI (October,

' 1966), pp. 690-692; F. Soloion and J. Fishman, "Youth and Peace: A

Psychological Study of Student Peace Demonstrations in Washington,

D. C.," Journal of Social Issues,I,XI (October, 1964), pp. 493-408;

W. A. Watts' and D. Whittaker, "Alienation and Activism in Today's

. College-Age YoUth: Socialitation Patterns and Current Family Relp-

tionships," Journal of Counseling Psychology, XVI (January, 1969),

pp. 1-7.

.

.0" 4. Seymour Martin Lipset and Everett Carll Ladd, Jr., "The Political

Future of Activist. Generations," in Altbach and Laufer, p. 68; also

Skolnick, p. 128.
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°5. On American actiyists,, 'see Wade, Greene, "Where are the Savios of
f

Yesteryear," New York Times Magazine, JuAy 1970, 'Daniel St:Albin

Greene, "Chicago Epilog: What 'Thb.Kidsl Think,'Three Years Later;"

The National Observer, August 30, 1971, GranitFjermedal, "The Move-

. .04e the Wane, but Not Forgotten,x1',4 obs Anderson, "Missing

, Marchers: Still Concerned but'No Longer Active in Demonstrations,"'
in the Seattle Times,"December lg, 1971, Art Seidenbaut, "Decade Of
Activists4 Los Angeles TiMes,d4uary 15, 1975, Mary McGaryi "New
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27,.1975, 0. Vann Woodward-, ,"What ecame of the 1960's'?" New Republic,
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Treaty: ,These Ten Years of Upheaval) (Tokyo: Bungei ShunjU 1969),
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6. See Fendrich and Tarleau, p."246.
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7. Most of the major political socialization theori is have discussed

this issue and the contradictory data and hypothe ea concerning it.

7 See, or example; Ridhard E. Dawson; "Political
Polit Science Annual, 1966, 'ed, James A. Rob son (Indianapolis:

Bobbs-Merrill, 1966) pp. 29-41; Richard D. Dawson,and Kenneth Prewitt,

Political Socialization (Boston: Little, Browri and Company, 1969),,-

Ch. 6; Dean Jaros, Socialization to Politics (New'-Yor: Peaegert 1973), a

Chapter 3; Kenneth P. Langton, Political Socialization (New York:
Oxford University Pfess, 1969), pp.*17-20; Jack Den, "Major Prdblems
of Political Socialization.Research," in SocializatIbn.to Politics, ed.
Jack Dennis (New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1973Y, pp. 13-16. The issue \

of the relative influence of stages of political socialization is
usually discussed by these authors as part of the problem of "dis-
continuities" in the socialization process, or of the problem ofe
limits of childhood socialization: They also argue the need 'for on-

gitudinal and cross1national studies to clarify the issue. This paper,
awe shall suggest below, explicitly seeks to respond-to this need.

8 See, for example, most of the numerous articles reprinted .in anthol--/'
ogies of political socialization research such as Norman Adler and
Charles Harrington, The Learning of Political Behavior (Glenview,
Illinois: Scott, Foresman and Company, 1970); Edward.S.-Greenberg,:
ed., Poltacal Socialization (New York: Atherton Press, 1970); and
Chapter II of Robert S. aigel, ed.,'Learning-About Politics'(New York:
Random House, 1970). To their aredit"most of the authors who stress
the formativeness of childhood learning recognize that their hypotheses
are, not completely confirmed. '

9. Donald D. Se ringi, Joel J. Schwartz and Alden E. Lind, "The Structur-
_Aug Principl : alitical Socialization and Belief Systems," The
American Po itical Science Review, LXVII, 2 (June, 1973), p. 416.
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An Evaluation'," World Politics, XXIII, 3 ( .pril, 1971): 544-578 and

Fred._ Greenstein) "A Note on the Ambigaty of 'Political Socializa-

. tion' Definitions, Criticisms, and Strategies of Inquiry," Journal ,

of P itics, XXXII, 4 (November, 1970): 51-111.
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discussion of the "maturational" model.

12... See S. N. Eisenstadt, From Generation to Generation (New York: The

Free Tress, 1964) and Talcott Parsons, "Youth in the Context of

American Society,"'in The Challenge of Youth, ed....ftik:H. Erikson
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13. Gabriel A. Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Cilltuke (Princeton:

Princeton University Press, 1963), pp. 363-374.
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14.° See, for example, Howard S. Becker and Anselm L. Strauss, "Careers,

'Personality, and Adult Socializafionf" The AmerAan Journal of Sociol-

ogy, LXII, 3 (novembec, 1956): 253-263; William H. Sewell, "Some

Recent Developments in Socialization Theory and Research," Annals of

the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 349.

15. See Richard Braungait,'"Family Status, etc." and William S. Aron,
"Student Activism, etc." cited in note 3.

16. See for example Solomon and'Fishman, op/ cit.; Flacks, op. cit.': Riley
Dunlap, "Radical and Conservative Student Activists: A Comparison of
Family Backgrounds)" Pacific Sociological Review 13 (Summer, 1970):
171-181; Donald Matthews and dames Prothtn, Negroes and the New
Southern Politics (New. York: Harcourt, Brace & World, 1966); Joan, M.
Orbell, "Protest Participation Among Southern College Students,"
American Political Science Review, 61 (June,. 1967): 446-456;and
Antony M. Orum, Black Student Protest, (Washington, D. C.: American

Sociological AsSociation, 1973).

17. Dean Jaros, op.. cit., Chapter 4.

18. Richard Flacks, op,. cit.; Seymour M. Lipset and Everett C. Ladd,. "The
Politics of American' Sociologists,"" American Journal of Sociology

78 (July 1972): 67-104; Solomon and Fishman, olt. cit.

19. Raymond;J. Adamek and Jerry M. Lewis, "Social Control Violence and

Radicalization the Kent State Case," Social Forces, 51 <March,

1973), Pp {342 47.

20. N. J. Demerath, et. al., Dynamics of Idealism (San Francisco: Jossey-
.

Bass,
-- _

1971). :,

.

21. Seymour M. Lipset and Everett. C. Ladd, 22..cit.

22. Kazuko Tsurumi, Social"Change and the Individual (Princeton: Prince-
ton University Presi, 1970); pp. 351-355.
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23. George R.-Packard III, Protest in Tokyo (PrinCeton,t Princeton Univer-

1966).

24. William R. SchonfeId, op.'cit.,and David Easton and Jack Dennis,

Children in the Political System: Origin of Political Legitimacy

(New York: McGraw-Hill, 1969).

25. Angus Campbell., et. al.., The American Voter (New York: John Wiley

& Sons, 1960) and Arthur S. Goldberg, "Discerning a Causal Pattern

Among Data on Voting Behavior," in H. M. Blalock, Jr. (ed.) Causal

Models in the Social Sciences (Chicago: Aldine, 1971): 33-48*

-26. Fendrich and Tarleau; Krauss.i 1972 the authors began extensive

correspondence exploring the similaAties and differences in their

two'studies. After discovering shared theoretical concerns and

similar databases and researcludesigns, we decide&to work on the

present.joint.projeCt.

27. See Anthony M. Oruro, et. al., "Sex, Socialization and Politics,"

American Sociology Review, IIIIX, 2 (April, 1974), p. 197-210.

28. Kazuko.Tsurumi, pp. 312 -314.
'

29. For a more detailed discussion of the sample, see Krauss Chapter 1.

30. A number of authowhave,cited this event as the start of the student

protest movement in the 1960's. See for example, Matthews and Prothro,

Orum; and Alphonso Pinkney, The Committed: White Activists in the

Civil Rights Movement (New Haven: College'and University Press, 1968)-

31. Matthews and Prothro.

31. See Fendrich and Tarleau.

35. Initially a system of weighting the three types of political behavior

was considered because of the different thresholds of political

commitment that may be involved. We decided, however, that it would

be very difficult to determine coMparable weights for cross-national ,

data. Therefore, the three political activities were weighted equally,

_recognizing that this would introduce a certain amount of measurement,

error which would make it more difficult to obtain strong measures of

association.' All respondents werescdred (1) if they were inactive

and (2) if they were active on each of the three items.

34. G. Nettler and J. Huffman, vinc;litical Opinion and Political Security,"

Sociometry, XX (1957)., pp. 51.-66. .

*

35. This measure of career choice as well as some of the others used in

this study.can at best be considered ordinal rather than interval

or.ratio measures. Although interval or ratio measures are assumed

in regression analysis, H. T. Reynolds has found that ordinal measures

can be successfully used in causal analysis if there are adequate
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categories that are not highly skewed and control variables are measured

with as much' refinement as the independent and dependent variables:

See H. T. Reynolds., "Ordinal Partial Coirelation and Causal Inference,"

in N. M. Blalock, Jr. (ed.) Measurempnt in the.Social Sciences (Chicago:

Aldine, 1974).

36. George R. Packard, III.
b.

37. Helen M. Walker and Joseph Lev, StaiisticalInference (New York: Holt,

Rinehart and Winston, 1953), p. 185-187.

38. When data from two different samples are, compared, unstandardised path

coefficients are normally used; however, because. there was little dif-

ference between our samples, we decidecrto use standardized path co-

efficients in reporting the multivariate analysis.
0'

39. Complicated statistical problems can be handled'with simple random

sampling and simple statistical problems can be solved with compli-

cated sampling design. There is a gap in our knowledge in how to

determinexonfidence intervals when,more sophisticated statistical

techniques are used with complicated sampling designs. See, f6r

example, Hubert M. Blalock, Jr., Social Statistics (New York: McGraw-

Hill, 1972). 1.

40.' Hubert M. Blalock in his "Theory Construction"-seminar recommends re-
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X3 = p31X1 + p32X2 4-p3.

X
4

--. p41X
1
+ p42X

2
+ p43X

3

X5 = p52X2 + p53X3 +.e5

X6 = p61 1°+ p63X3 +.P65X5 + e6

X7 = p72X2 + p73X3 + p75X5 + e7

Japan

X
1
= e

1

X
2
= e

2
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5 2 5
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4
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5°
+ e

) 7
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1969, ed. E. F. Borgatta (San Francisco: Jossey -Bass, 1969); F. N.
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Research (New York:. Holt, Rinehart, and Winston, 1973).
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44. Ellis Krauss, 22. cit.

45. See Braungart and Aron, note 3. .

46. For a fuller description_of these constraints, particularly in

private, large corporationb, see Krauss, Chapter 6.^
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47,. One of the best descriptions of the social role of the modern Japanese

husband and father is found-in Eyre Voegl, Japan's New Middle Class

(Berkeley: Uniyersity of California Press, 1965).

0
48'. KyauSs, Chapter 6.

49. Almond and Verba, pp..134-143.and pp. 01.-492.
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50. Rudolf Heberle, Social Movements (New York:. Applet -Century-Crofts,.
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51.. John Kenneth Galbraith, Economics,' Peace and Laughter (New York:

New American Library, 1971) p. .59'. '

/
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